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State Transportation Agencies

Many ports experience deficiencies in highways and roads serving
them but have neither the funds nor the authority to make the needed
improvements. In the past, and until the specific changes required by
the ISTEA take effect, one of two problems has arisen when a port
proposes that state transportation department funds be spent to make
the improvements: either the state transportation department, when
comparing these proposals with other demands on its budget, has not
ranked them high enough to warrant the investment or the improve-
ments are found to be ineligible for state or federal highway funds and
that has been given as the reason not to carry them out. With the
passage of the ISTEA, planning and budgeting for transportation capi-
tal needs in urbanized areas will be determined to a much larger extent
byMPOs.

Among the ports visited by the U.S. Department of Transportation
(DOT) study team, the Port of Charleston appeared to have the least
success in obtaining state transportation funds. Officials there stated
that the state legislature's policy of distributing highway funds evenly
across the state made that body unsympathetic to any kind of costly
highway project in an urban area. Other ports experience some diffi-
culties working with their states. For example, during the site visit to a
port on the Mississippi River, a state transportation official stated that
the port is not a constituent of the state transportation agency because
it does not contribute to the Highway Trust Fund. (Of course, the
trucks serving the terminals do pay state road user taxes.) At the other
extreme, New Orleans port officials have achieved a high degree of
cooperation with state officials and have succeeded in getting the im-
provements they want. Some port officials in Texas and in California
also indicated close coordination with their state transportation
departments.

Other ports visited by the DOT study teams indicated mixed success
in obtaining funds for access improvements. Toledo port officials have
worked with local authorities to develop a master transportation plan
and have secured agreement that a new highway river crossing, costing
from $100 million to $300 million, should receive the highest priority.
But state support for the project is not ensured. Port officials speak of
turning to toll revenues to make up for any lack of state support.

Although the ports of Tacoma and Seattle operate as autono-
mous entities, the Washington State Department of Transportation